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.I.n these days of mining excitement both in Ontario and
arltlsh p()111mbizx, it may be of interest to note the answer to
co?;leStl.()n’ Vf/hich has often been asked by solicitors a.cting.for
Whef}?mes in I?rovince:k: outsid'e British Cf)lufnbla, viz. :
Come elj C(?mpanles ho.l(?mg Domlniqn.().r Provmmal_ charter's,
relag; Wwithin the pr(.)v151o.ns of the .BrltISh Coh?mbla Acts in
in f()rl(x)ln _tO the registration of foreign cor‘npames. F or .the

. mation of those who may have occasion to enquire into
ault‘shié'lt.ter,' we would say that it is consideI:ed by the .proper
Such rltlfis in .that behalf that such companies are entitled to

egistration.

OBJECTIONABLE LEGISLA TION.

Vide;l;he Consolidated Municipal Act, 55 \/.'ict., sec. 531, pro-
shal] bthat “every public road, street, bridge and highway
e kept in repair by the corporation, and on default .
a-lledCorporation shall be civilly responsible for
faultamages sustained by any person by reason of such de-
afte » but the action must be brought within three months

I the damages have been sustained.”
is ffry $7 Vict., ch. 50, sec. 13, the right of the injured party
Tight ther hampered by a provision which takes away his
o of action ¢ unless notice of the accident and the cause
Teof has been served upon or mailed through the post
r head of the corporation, or

within thirty days after the
ant

o tc}?eto the mayor, reeve or othe
ap clerk of the municipality,

Orip ening of the accident, and provided also that the w3
.« ‘Asufficiency of the notice [shall not] be a bar to the action
Pinie court or judge before whom the action is tried is of

on that there was reasonable excuse for the want or in-



